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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . This action is in response to Application filed on 09/16/2003. 

2. Claims 1-25 are pending. There are two claims 16 that Examiner considers as 16(1) and 
16(2) and claim 17 is considered as dependent to claim 16(2). 

Information Disclosure Statement 

3. The Information Disclosure Statement By Applicant filed on 09/16/2003 was received 
and considered. A copy of the reviewed IDS is enclosed with this action. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

4. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 12: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly claiming 
the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

5. Claim 23 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12 5 second paragraph, as being indefinite for 
failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant regards as 
the invention. 

Claim 23 depends to itself. It is believed that claim 23 depends to claim 22 and is 
considered as such in this office action. However, appropriate correction is required. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

6. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

7. Claims 1-6 and 14-18 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by 
Overton et al. (Publication No US 2002/0032787). 

As to claim 1 , Overton et al. teach: 
"A process for relating a service provider resource with a fixed identifier that allows resource 
requestors to consistently access a service provider resource without being affected by changes 
to service provider resource" (see [0002], [0008] and [0039]), comprising the steps of: 

"providing request reception means on a central server for receiving a resource 
information request from a resource requestor for a particular resource" (see [0039] and [0040] 
wherein NDTP server is equivalent to Applicant 's "central server", NDTP client is equivalent to 
A pplicant 's "resource requestor", queries to the NDTP is equivalent to Applicant 's "resource 
information request", and the disclosure of the ability of the NDTP server to respond to request 
messages from clients implies the inclusion of request reception means as illustrated in 
Applicant 's claim language in order to process and respond to requests); 
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"extracting a service provider identifier from said resource information request" (see 
[0039] and [0040] wherein entity identifier is equivalent to Applicant 's "service provider 
identifier" and the NDTP server must extracting an identifier from the request message in order 
to lookup of identifier/location mappings and return a list of locations associated with a specified 
identifier as disclosed); 

"wherein said identifier is a predetermined identifier" (see [0039] and [0056]); 

"providing a source information database resident on said central server that contains 
cross references from service provider identifier to service provider resource information" (see 
[0045] and [0040] wherein indexed location store is equivalent to Applicant 's "source 
information database", NDTP server is equivalent to Applicant 's "central server", and the 
mapping between identifiers and locations is equivalent to cross references as illustrated in 
Applicant 's claim language); 

"wherein said database contains resource information for all of the service providers 
within the central server's area of responsibility" (see [0053] and [0054] wherein data 
repositories and application servers are equivalent to Applicant's "service providers"; also see 
[0151]); 

"wherein the database resource information includes, but is not limited to, resource 
description and resource universal resource locator (URL) address" (see [0045], [0056], [0057], 
and [0151] wherein geographical location information such as Chicago or Paris as disclosed is 
equivalent to Applicant 's "resource description"); and 

"wherein said central server references said database using said extracted service 
provider identifier and retrieves an associated service provider resource's information from said 
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database" (see [0040], [0044] and [0045] wherein NDTP server is equivalent to A pplicant 's 
"central server", location store is equivalent to A pplicant 's "database", and list of all locations 
for the specified entity is equivalent to Applicant 's "associated service provider resource's 
information"). 

As to claim 2, this claim is rejected based on arguments given above for rejected claim 1 
and is similarly rejected including the following: 
Overton et al. teach: 

"wherein said central server's area of responsibility is locality, assignment, or trusted 
based" (see [0053], [0054], [0121], [0122], [0144] and [0151] wherein each NDTP server is 
equivalent to Applicant 's "central server" and the disclosure of membership permission [0053], 
each NDTP server in the cluster containing a different portion of a pool of associated identifier 
and location information [0054] and splitting based on local policy are equivalent to "trusted 
based", "assignment" and "locality" as illustrated in A pplicant 's claim language). 

As to claim 3, this claim is rejected based on arguments given above for rejected claim 1 
and is similarly rejected including the following: 
Overton et al. teach: 

"wherein said service provider identifier is a universal resource identifier (URI)" (see 
[0151]). 
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As to claim 4, this claim is rejected based on arguments given above for rejected claim 1 
and is similarly rejected including the following: 
Overton et al. teach: 

"wherein said central server returns the retrieved service provider resource information to 
said resource requestor" (see [0040] wherein NDTP server is equivalent to Applicant 's "central 
server", client is equivalent to Applicant 's "resource requestor", and list of all locations for the 
specified entity is equivalent to Applicant 's "retrieved service provider resource information"). 

As to claim 5, this claim is rejected based on arguments given above for rejected claim 4 
and is similarly rejected including the following: 
Overton et al. teach: 

"wherein said central server verifies said resource information request before returning 
the retrieved service provider resource information" (see [0122] wherein NDTP is equivalent to 
Applicant 's "central server"). 

As to claim 6, this claim is rejected based on arguments given above for rejected claim 1 
and is similarly rejected including the following: 
Overton et al. teach: 

"wherein said resource requestor uses the URL from the retrieved service provider 
resource information to access the resource from the service provider" (see [0040] and [0151] 
wherein client is equivalent to Applicant 's "resource requestor"). 
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As to claim 14, Overton et al. teach: 
"A apparatus for relating a service provider resource with a fixed identifier that allows resource 
requestors to consistently access a service provider resource without being affected by changes 
to service provider resource" (see [0002], [0008] and [0039]), comprising the steps of: 

"request reception means on a central server for receiving a resource information request 
from a resource requestor for a particular resource" (see [0039] and [0040] wherein NDTP server 
is equivalent to Applicant 's "central server", NDTP client is equivalent to Applicant 's "resource 
requestor", queries to the NDTP is equivalent to A pplicant 's "resource information request", and 
the disclosure of the ability of the NDTP server to respond to request messages from clients 
implies the inclusion of request reception means as illustrated in A pplicant 's claim language in 
order to process and respond to requests); 

"a module for extracting a service provider identifier from said resource information 
request" (see [0039] and [0040] wherein entity identifier is equivalent to Applicant 's "service 
provider identifier" and the NDTP server must have a way for extracting an identifier from the 
request message in order to lookup of identifier/location mappings and return a list of locations 
associated with a specified identifier as disclosed); 

"wherein said identifier is a predetermined identifier" (see [0039] and [0056]); 

"a source information database resident on said central server that contains cross 
references from service provider identifier to service provider resource information" (see [0045] 
and [0040] wherein indexed location store is equivalent to Applicant 's "source information 
database", NDTP server is equivalent to Applicant 's "central server", and the mapping between 
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identifiers and locations is equivalent to cross references as illustrated in A pplicant 's claim 
language); 

"wherein said database contains resource information for all of the service providers 
within the central server's area of responsibility" (see [0053] and [0054] wherein data 
repositories and application servers are equivalent to Applicant's "service providers"; also see 
[0151]); 

"wherein the database resource information includes, but is not limited to, resource 
description and resource universal resource locator (URL) address" (see [0045], [0056], [0057], 
and [0151] wherein geographical location information such as Chicago or Paris as disclosed is 
equivalent to Applicant 's "resource description"); and 

"wherein said central server references said database using said extracted service 
provider identifier and retrieves an associated service provider resource's information from said 
database" (see [0040], [0044] and [0045] wherein NDTP server is equivalent to Applicant 's 
"central server", location store is equivalent to Applicant 's "database", and list of all locations 
for the specified entity is equivalent to Applicant 's "associated service provider resource's 
information"). 

As to claim 15, this claim is rejected based on arguments given above for rejected claim 
14 and is similarly rejected including the following: 
Overton et al. teach: 

"wherein said central server's area of responsibility is locality, assignment, or trusted 
based" (see [0053], [0054], [0121], [0122], [0144] and [0151] wherein each NDTP server is 
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equivalent to A pplicant 's "central server" and the disclosure of membership permission [0053], 
each NDTP server in the cluster containing a different portion of a pool of associated identifier 
and location information [0054] and splitting based on local policy are equivalent to "trusted 
based", "assignment" and "locality" as illustrated in A pplicant 's claim language). 

As to claim 16(1), this claim is rejected based on arguments given above for rejected 
claim 14 and is similarly rejected including the following: 
Overton et al. teach: 

"wherein said service provider identifier is a universal resource identifier (URI)" (see 
[0151]). 

As to claim 16(2), this claim is rejected based on arguments given above for rejected 
claim 1 and is similarly rejected including the following: 
Overton et al. teach: 

"wherein said central server returns the retrieved service provider resource information to 
said resource requestor" (see [0040] wherein NDTP server is equivalent to Applicant 's "central 
server", client is equivalent to A pplicant 's "resource requestor", and list of all locations for the 
specified entity is equivalent to A pplicant 's "retrieved service provider resource information"). 

As to claim 17, this claim is rejected based on arguments given above for rejected claim 
16(2) and is similarly rejected including the following: 
Overton et al. teach: 
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"wherein said central server verifies said resource information request before returning 
the retrieved service provider resource information" (see [0122] wherein NDTP is equivalent to 
Applicant 's "central server"). 

As to claim 18, this claim is rejected based on arguments given above for rejected claim 1 
and is similarly rejected including the following: 
Overton et al teach: 

"wherein said resource requestor uses the URL from the retrieved service provider 
resource information to access the resource from the service provider" (see [0040] and [0151] 
wherein client is equivalent to A pplicant 's "resource requestor"). 

8. Claims 8, 10, 12, 13, 20, 22, 24 and 25 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being 
anticipated by Teare et al. (US Patent No 6,151,624). 

As to claim 8, Teare et al. teach: 
"A process for relating a service provider resource with a fixed identifier that allows resource 
requestors to consistently access a service provider resource without being affected by changes 
to the service provider resource" (see [column 6, lines 10-25] and [column 9, lines 5-20]), 
comprising the steps of: 

"providing request reception means on a service provider site for receiving a resource 
information request from a resource requestor for a particular resource" (see [column 10, lines 
22-30], [column 20, lines 47-50] and [column 24, lines 1-15 and 35-44] wherein an instance of 
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the Resolver is integrated into the GO service running on a dedicated Web server wherein 
Resolver is equivalent to Applicant 's "request reception means", service is equivalent to 
Applicant 's "resource requestor" and dedicated Web server is equivalent to Applicant's "service 
provider site"); 

"extracting a service provider identifier from said resource information request" (see 
[column 24, lines 1-15] wherein network resource name is equivalent to Applicant 's "service 
provider identifier"; also see [column 9, lines 10-15]); 

"wherein said identifier is a predetermined identifier" (see [column 9, lines 10-15] 
wherein real name as disclosed is equivalent to Applicant 's "identifier"); 

"providing a resource information database resident on said service provider site that 
contains cross references from service provider identifiers to information for associated resource 
of said service provider" (see [column 9, lines 40-60] wherein local database and Name Files is 
equivalent to A pplicant 's "resource information database" and Web server is equivalent to 
Applicant 's "service provider site"); 

"wherein the database resource information includes, but is not limited to, resource 
description and resource universal resource locator (URL) address" (see [column 9, lines 50- 
65]); and 

"wherein said service provider site reference said database using said extracted service 
provider identifier and retrieves an associated resource's information from said database" (see 
[column 9, lines 49-55] and [column 20, lines 20-35] wherein index is a subset of the database). 
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As to claim 10, this claim is rejected based on arguments given above for rejected claim 8 
and is similarly rejected including the following: 
Teare et al. teach: 

"wherein said service provider site returns the retrieved resource information to said 
resource requestor" (see [column 9, lines 50-55] and [column 26, lines 1-20] wherein Web 
application server is equivalent to A pplicant 's "service provider site" and client is equivalent to 
Applicant 's "resource requestor"). 

As to claim 12, this claim is rejected based on arguments given above for rejected claim 8 
and is similarly rejected including the following: 
Teare et al. teach: 

"wherein said resource requestor use the URL from the retrieved resource information to 
access the resource from the service provider" (see [column 24, lines 15-25] wherein the service 
42 is equivalent to Applicant 's "resource requestor"). 

As to claim 13 this claim is rejected based on arguments given above for rejected claim 8 
and is similarly rejected including the following: 
Teare et al. teach: 

"wherein said resource requestor uses the retrieved resource information to display the 
resource description to a user" (see [column 26, lines 8-20] wherein set of metadata including in 
the HTML document is equivalent to A pplicant 's "retrieved provider resource information" and 
metadata includes the resource description [column 7, lines 10-20]). 
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As to claim 20, Teare et al. teach: 
"A apparatus for relating a service provider resource with a fixed identifier that allows resource 
requestors to consistently access a service provider resource without being affected by changes 
to the service provider resource" (see [column 6, lines 10-25] and [column 9, lines 5-20]), 
comprising the steps of: 

"request reception means on a service provider site for receiving a resource information 
request from a resource requestor for a particular resource" (see [column 10, lines 22-30], 
[column 20, lines 47-50] and [column 24, lines 1-15 and 35-44] wherein an instance of the 
Resolver is integrated into the GO service running on a dedicated Web server wherein Resolver 
is equivalent to Applicant 's "request reception means", service is equivalent to Applicant 's 
"resource requestor" and dedicated Web server is equivalent to Applicant's "service provider 
site"); 

"a module for extracting a service provider identifier from said resource information 
request" (see [column 24, lines 1-15] wherein network resource name is equivalent to 
Applicant 's "service provider identifier"; also see [column 9, lines 10-15]); 

"wherein said identifier is a predetermined identifier" (see [column 9, lines 10-15] 
wherein real name as disclosed is equivalent to Applicant 's "identifier"); 

"a resource information database resident on said service provider site that contains cross 
references from service provider identifiers to information for associated resource of said service 
provider" (see [column 9, lines 40-60] wherein local database and Name Files is equivalent to 
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A pplicant 's "resource information database" and Web server is equivalent to Applicant 's 
"service provider site"); 

"wherein the database resource information includes, but is not limited to, resource 
description and resource universal resource locator (URL) address" (see [column 9, lines 50- 
65]); and 

"wherein said service provider site reference said database using said extracted service 
provider identifier and retrieves an associated resource's information from said database" (see 
[column 9, lines 49-55] and [column 20, lines 20-35] wherein index is a subset of the database). 

As to claim 22, this claim is rejected based on arguments given above for rejected claim 
20 and is similarly rejected including the following: 
Teare et al. teach: 

"wherein said service provider site returns the retrieved resource information to said 
resource requestor" (see [column 9, lines 50-55] and [column 26, lines 1-20] wherein Web 
application server is equivalent to Applicant 's "service provider site" and client is equivalent to 
Applicant 's "resource requestor"). 

As to claim 24, this claim is rejected based on arguments given above for rejected claim 
20 and is similarly rejected including the following: 
Teare et al. teach: 
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"wherein said resource requestor use the URL from the retrieved resource information to 
access the resource from the service provider" (see [column 24, lines 15-25] wherein the service 
42 is equivalent to A pplicant 's "resource requestor"). 

As to claim 25, this claim is rejected based on arguments given above for rejected claim 
20 and is similarly rejected including the following: 
Teare et ah teach: 

"wherein said resource requestor uses the retrieved resource information to display the 
resource description to a user" (see [column 26, lines 8-20] wherein set of metadata including in 
the HTML document is equivalent to Applicant 's "retrieved provider resource information" and 
metadata includes the resource description [column 7, lines 10-20]). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 

9. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth 
in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior 
art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made 
to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be 
negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

10. Claims 7 and 19 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Overton 
et al. (Publication No US 2002/0032787) as applied to claims 1 and 14 above, and further in 
view of Teare et al. (US Patent No 6,151,624). 
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As to claims 7 and 19, these claims are rejected based on arguments given above for 
rejected claims 1 and 14 respectively, and are similarly rejected including the following: 

Overton et al. do not teach "wherein said resource requestor uses the retrieved service 
provider resource information to display the resource description to a user". 

Teare et al. teach "wherein said resource requestor uses the retrieved service provider 
resource information to display the resource description to a user" (see [column 26, lines 8-20] 
wherein set of metadata including in the HTML document is equivalent to Applicant 's "retrieved 
provider resource information" and metadata includes the resource description [column 7, lines 
10-20]). 

It would have been obvious to a person having ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to have modified Overton et al. by the teaching of Teare et al. , since using 
the retrieved service provider resource information to display the resource description to a user 
helps the user navigating network resource more effectively. The resource description allows the 
user to identify quickly the relevancy of the resource before actually accessing the resource. 

1 1 . Claims 9, 1 1 , 21 and 23 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Teare et al. (US Patent No 6,151,624) as applied to claims 8, 10, 20 and 22 above, and further in 
view of Overton et al. (Publication No US 2002/0032787). 

As to claims 9 and 21, these claims are rejected based on arguments given above for 
rejected claims 8 and 20 respectively and are similarly rejected including the following: 
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Teare et al. do not teach "wherein said service provider identifier is a universal resource 
identifier (URI)" 

Overton et al. teach "wherein said service provider identifier is a universal resource 
identifier (URI)" (see [0151]). 

It would have been obvious to a person having ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to have modified Teare et al. by the teaching of Overton et al. , since using a 
universal resource identifier as a service provider identifier provide an effective way to identify a 
resource in a network such as Internet because universal resource identifier is used to identify a 
resource from anywhere on the Internet by type and location. 

As to claims 1 1 and 23, these claims are rejected based on arguments given above for 
rejected claims 10 and 22 respectively and are similarly rejected including the following: 

Teare et al. do not teach "wherein said service provider site verifies said resource 
information request before returning the retrieved resource information". 

Overton et al. teach "wherein said service provider site verifies said resource information 
request before returning the retrieved resource information" (see [0122]). 

It would have been obvious to a person having ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to have modified Teare et al. by the teaching of Overton et al. , since 
verifying said resource information request before returning the retrieved resource information 
provides an effective way to check if the request is from the authorized user or the request is 
valid such as to respond correspondingly. 



Application/Control Number: 10/666,883 Page 18 

Art Unit: 2164 

12. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to applicant's 
disclosure. 

Call (US Patent No 6,154,738) teaches methods and apparatus for disseminating over the 
Internet product information produced and maintained by product manufactures using existing 
universal product codes as access keys. A cross-referencing resource receives Internet request 
messages containing all or part of a universal product code and returns the Internet address at 
which information about the identified product may be obtained. 

Edelstein et al. (US Patent No 6,101,537) teach a universal electronic resource 
denotation, request and delivery system allows a user to locate information on a distributed 
computer system or network such as the Internet by knowing or guessing a short mnemonic alias 
of an electronic resource. 

Davis et al. (US Patent No 6,718,331) teach method and apparatus for locating inter- 
enterprise resources using text-based strings called enterprise identifiers which acts as a handle 
to access resources from disparate sources and technologies. 



Peddu et al. (US Patent No 6,93 1 ,428) teach method and apparatus for handling requests 
for content in a network data processing system. 
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Ishihara et al (US Patent No 6,560,63 1) teach a distributed data processing system 
uniformly managing distributed data and program files. A resource management database 
associates identifier of resource files with their respective storage locations. 
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Conclusion 



Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Phuong-Thao Cao whose telephone number is (571) 272-2735. 
The examiner can normally be reached on 8:30 AM - 5:00 PM (Mon - Fri). 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Charles Rones can be reached on (571) 272-4085. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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